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Vice-Chairman Daniel, Chairman Johnson 
A Conference During 15 Minutes of Money-Raising 


THE DELEGATION 


AUSTIN 

In about 15 minutes, buy-| 
ing in blocks of four to twen-! 
ty, thirty-three of the Texas 
delegates to Los Angeles 
pledged $28,400 worth of 
$100-a-seat tickets for the 
Democrats’ banquet the eve 
of the national convention, 
with Gov. Price Daniel the 
empresario and Sen. Lyndon 
Johnson listening. 

Most of the delegates assembled 
for a caucus to plan the trip to| 
Los Angeles agreed to take at 
least one ticket, so it seemes like- | 
ly that the $54,000 quota deficit | 
of Texas Democrats’ contributions | 
to the national Democrats will be} 
largely rubbed out before the na-| 
tional convention July 11. 

Byron Skelton, national com- 
mitteeman, announced the delega- 
tion has 163 rooms in the New 
Clark Hotel 20 blocks from the 
convention auditorium. 

The delegation includes many 
well-off people and leading polit- 
ical figures. Atty. Gen. Will Wil- 
son was standing along the front 
wall during the meeting. Many 
congressmen were present. 

Johnson told the delegation, 
“Every man and woman in this 
room as a delegate or an alter- 
nate has my wholehearted ap- 
proval, admiration, and my re- 
spect, my confidence and my 
trust. I think we're going to put 
out on the field 122... quarter- 
weeks... 

“Massachusetts will have 82 
people that are going to try to 
outpass us and outrun and out- 
bluff us... 

Johnson said the state conven- 
tion had been “the smoothest, the 
ablest, the best-run convention 
I've ever attended in 30 years of 
political life.” He said it will 
demonstrate that the country can 
be run as well as the convention. 
“Some will go off in the ditch to 
the right, some off in the ditch 
to the left, but we are going down 
the middle of the road and keep 
the Amcrica we believe in.” 

Johnson made a few announce- 
ments pursuant fo the full power 
the convention gave-him to name 





| 
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Texas members of the national 
eonvention committees. 

“First, I want to thank Albert 
Pena for his understanding and 
his cooperation in this matter. I 
want to amnounce that our mem- 
ber on the platform and resolu- 
tions committee will be Paul Kil- 
day,” the congressman from San 
Antonio, along with Mrs. Mary 
Etta Brooks of Austin, (Pena, a 
delegate to Los Angeles, who was 
standing in an aisle, did not seem 





to respond to Johnson’s remark.) 

On the credentials committee, 
Johnson announced to the caucus, 
would be Rep. Frank Ikard, Wich- 
ita Falls, and Mrs. Charles Bailey 
of Austin. 

Concluding, Johnson said, “I’m 
very grateful for your confidence. 
I treasure your friendship. I'll do 
my dead level best to be worthy | 
of both.” 

Gov. Daniel said every candi- 
date for president, including 
Johnson, would speak at the pre- 
convention banquet in Beverly 
Hills. “I do not think we should 
go to Los Angeles in debt to the 
Democratic National Convention,” 
he remarked. The tickets were 
$100, ten to a table—$1,000 a table. 
He had reserved 30 tables for 300 
tickets. 

O. J. McCulloch rose to say, 
"Governor, I'd like to start it off 
by taking two tables myself.” 
There was applause. Johnson first 
got a showing of hands on who 
would take one ticket, then ac- 
cepted orders of entire tables: two 
tables, Bert Fields; one table each, 
Gene Lock, Charles Woodson, 
John Connally, Larry Blackmon, 
Guy Warren, Price Daniel, Gene 
Chambers, A. W. Moursund, Carl 
Hill, Sam Rayburn, Lyndon John- 
son, Byron Skelton, W. W. Heath, 
Wesley West, Ed Connally, Clark 
Thompson, a spokesman for the 
6th congressional district, Dee 
Kelley, and one other not identi- 
fied; one table or two men, Sam | 
K. Seymour and Jim Lewis, How- 
ard Davis and Lloyd Crosslin, 
John Singleton and John Crooker, | 
C. W. Brown and M. D. Bryant; | 
four tickets, R. J. Ficlds; and one | 

(Continued on Page 8) 





Lyndon on to 


AUSTIN 


Having shelled, isolated, 
and slaughtered, 2,252 to 40, 
the liberal Democrats who 
wanted to take a bolting del- 
egation to Los Angeles in the 
name of party loyalty, Sen. 
Lyndon Johnson this week 
could count a firm 60 and a 
half votes from Texas “All 
the Way for LBJ” for the 
Democratic Party’s nomina- 
tion for the presidency. 


The state convention last 
Tuesday in Austin was a cli- 
mactic triumph for Johnson 
and his Texas associates in 
coalition since 1956, Gov. 
Price Daniel and Speaker 
Sam Rayburn, over Mrs. R. 
D. Randolph and the Demo- 
crats of Texas Clubs. 


Johnson and the state Demo- 
cratic executive committee psy- 
chologically cut the ground out 
from under the loyalty bolt Mon- 
day by adopting a loyalty resolu- 
tion which, while not a pledge 
which would have confronted the 
conservative delegations from 
Dallas, Harris, and other coun- 
ties, specified that it was “under- 
stood” that delegates, presidential 
electors, and other party officers, 
by their acceptance of their posts, 
“indicate” that they will support 
a program including support ot 
the national nominees “in good 
faith.” 

In language possibly resulting 
from negotiations between labor 
leaders Jerry Holleman and Fred 
Schmidt, Rayburn, and John- 
son, the state convention's loyalty 
resolution, repeating the language 
about an indication, added that 
the delegates, electors, and offi- 





cers “are instructed to carry it 
(such official program) forward | 
in good faith.” The presidential 
electors must vote for the Demo- | 
crats if they win Texas or face| 
removal from office. 

Holleman gave compromise lan- | 
guage on party loyalty to Mrs. 
Randolph Monday afternoon, but | 
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AUSTIN 

Mrs. R. D. Randolph will 
carry a protest to the national 
Democratic convention, which 
the collapsed rump conven- 
tion asked Creekmore Fath to 
assist in preparing. The trend 
of the protest will relate to 
party defections of individual 
members of the delegation to 
Los Angeles, the Observer 
understands. 

Sheets circulated by the lib- 
eral Harris County Democrats 
during the state convention 
questioned the party back- 
grounds of the two 1960 Har- 
ris County presidential elec- 
tors, Hall Timanus and George 
Charlton. Timanus was iden- 
tified in a reproduced adver- 
tisement as a vice chairman 
of Harris County Democrats 
for Eisenhower; Charlton was 
quoted in a reproduced Hous- 
ton Chronicle story March 27. 
1960, that he has been a dele- 
gate to three Democratic na- 
tional conventions and one 
Dixiecratic one, “And yet I've 
not voted a national Demo- 
cratic ticket since '24.” 
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Loyalty Promised, Pledge Bolt Collapses 


Shouting over the din of the 
convention and the droning of 
the roll call, which was going 


(Continued from Page 1) 

is before the convention, gave 
him full power to appoint the 
Texas members on the national 
convention’s committees, sought 
to extend the unit rule to Mrs. 
Randolph's half-vote in Los An- 
geles, and finally tumultuously re- 
ceived Johnson with a shouting, 
singing, banner-bearing demon- 
stration. 

Johnson said the delegates to 
Los Angeles were loyal Demo- 
crats, promised to go all the way 
with them, rejoiced in his victory 
of the day, and made it perfectly 
clear that although he is an un- 
derdog candidate, he thinks he 
has a fighting chance to win the 
nomination. 

Supposing the liberals had won 
their county contests, which 
would have required decisions for 
Travis County on grounds of con- 
vention theft and other counties 
on grounds of irregularities or 
party disloyalty among the ma- 
jority delegations, the liberals 
could have approached but not 
reached a majority. Instead 
they were down to 315 votes to 
2,000. Then the 315 were cut to 
40 by the developments before 
the convention and the San An- 
tonio decision on the floor. 


The Liberals’ Situation 


Mrs, Randolph, whom the con- 
vention replaced as national com- 
mitteewoman from Texas by se- 
lecting Mrs. H. H. Weinert, Se- 
guin, for the post, will hold her 
office during the Los Angeles 
convention July lith. It has been 
her understanding that the Demo- 
cratic national committee last 
September awarded national com- 
mittee members half a vote each 
outside of the state delegate allo- 


cations, not bound by the unit 
rule. 
Mrs. Randolph has not said 


which candidate for the nomina- 
tion she will vote for, if she has 
a half-vote, but if anyone be- 
lieved it would be Sen. Johnson, 
he had not been heard from. 

Most conspicuous absentee from 
the convention was Sen. Ralph 
Yarborough, who has pointedly 
refused to endorse Johnson. Yar- 
borough is not a delegate to Los 
Angeles, but will be present to 
present a study committee's re- 
port to the platform committee. 
He is regarded by his associates 
and supporters in Washington, as 
well as by some independent ob- 
servers, as a possible candidate 
for vice-president, although his 
receiving support from the Texas 
delegation, if and when Johnson 
falls by the wayside, is not likely. 

The bloodshed was profuse for 
the liberal Democratic organiza- 
tion in the state. There was spec- 
ulation whether DOTC leaders 
would be able to re-shape their 
forces back into a virile organiza- 
tion. In the dazed aftermath of 
the debacle many re-evaluations 
were proceeding within the lib- 
eral movement. 

Whatever the elements of the 
Situation were, the disastrous 
spectacle of a projected bolt left 
dangling outside the convention, 
and then straggling up a hillside, 
ied by only a few DOTC leaders 
—Mrs. Randolph, Fath, Allen Ma- 
ley of Dallas, Harris County 
chairman Woodrow Seals, Mrs. 
Jean Lee of Austin—would be a 
source of gall and bitterness, in 
many directions, for some time. 

“I intend to continue working 
for the liberal cause,” Mrs. Ran- 
dolph said, “and the liberals will 
continue to work to make this a 
truly Democratic state.” 

She knew the defeat she had 
sustained was decisive. 


“We've been clobbered before,” 
she said. 
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“Democrats of Texas will go 
right on working for what we've 
always worked for. 

“I still think if we could just 
get the Republicans out of the 
Democratic Party and establish a 
true two-party state, it would be 
the most constructive thing we 
could do.” 


Convention Scene 

Scene of the convention was 
the new oval auditorium by the 
Colorado River. Swinging across 
an expanse of windows perhaps 
100 yards were the words, “All,the 
Way with LBJ.” 2.8 

The Bexar County delegation 
had not been called into pre-con- 
vention caucus by its pro-Johnson 
chairman, James Knight, and a 
table was set up outside the en- 
trance for the issuance of creden- 
tials to the Bexar delegates. 

Emmett Tuggle, a San Antonio 
delegate, asked G. J. Sutton, Ne- 
gro leader, “Are we gonna bolt 
or not?” “No, I don’t think so,” 
Sutton said. Albert Pena, a leader 
in the delegation, said opinion 
was “about split.” 

Mrs. Randolph and Fath had set 
up a sound wagon already on a 
hill above Barton Springs. They 
were ready to bolt. Whether del- 
egates would come from the con- 
vention to join them, however, 
turned on what San Antonio de- 
cided. 

As the convention opened, J. 
Ed Connally, the state chairman, 
was presiding with Jake Jacob- 
sen, the temporary secretary, 
reading the motions, and Austin 
Mayor Tom Miller, Lt. Gov. Ben 
Ramsey, House parliamentarian 
Read Granbery, and Rep. Dick 
Cory, Victoria, at the platform. 

Austin and Tarrant delegations 
were seated toward the front of 
the spreading convention floor; 
Dallas, about the middle; and, at 
the far rear, side-by-side, Bexar, 
the liberal delegation, and Harris, 
the conservative. 

A large Confederate flag was 
affixed to one of the Harris 
County standards, and a number 
of photographers took pictures of 
it. For a CBS network camera- 
man, a Houston conservative, Gor- 
don Jackson, declared: “Texas is 
not 100 per cent behind Lyndon 
B. Johnson.” 


The Floor Debate 


The issue of the convention, 
Dickie began, was party loyalty. 
“I believe that anybody who 
wants to represent this party as 
a delegate, as an official, ought 
to take an unequivocal position 
to support the nominees, or he 
ought not to want to represent 
the party.” 

“For a man to want to help 
nominate the candidate and then 
not support him, there must be 
something wrong with him,” 
Dickie said. 

Dickie told of an event in his 
county in 1956, when a resolution 
was advanced which proposed 
hewing to the welfare of the 
“Democratic Party of the South.” 
He said he spoke for Democrats 
who are not for the party of the 
north, east, south, or west, but 
“for the national Democratic 
Party.” He would support the 
nominees, whoever they are, he 
said. 

“If you want moderation and 
harmony, if you want a united 
delegation to Los Angeles, I think 
you will buy this loyalty pledge. 
If you're not that kind of Demo- 
crat, I don’t have any business be- 
ing associated with you,” Dickie 
said to loud applause, a good part 
of it ironic. 

Dickie closed saying that party 
loyalty will be the issue “for the 
next generation.” 

“If you can’t support the pledge, 
then you ought to find another 
party,” he said. 

Jack Lee, Mason County, sec- 
onded Dickie’s motion. 





He said most of the delegates 
were there to further the nomina- 
tion of Johnson. “That is my pur- 
pose,” he said. Out in the Hill 
Country, the people wanted the 
delegation to be effective in Los 
Angeles on Johnson's behalf, and 
“we cannot be effective for our 
candidate where there is a shadow 
of doubt cast upon our loyalty to 
the party we purport to repre- 
sent,” he said. 

He urged a vote for the resolu- 
tion so that “no one from New 
York, Chicago, or St. Louis can 
say that it’s a bunch of soreheads 
telling us in Los Angeles that 
either we get our way or we pick 
up our marbles and go home.” 

He called on the state delegates 
to “sign our names for all the 
world to see and dtermine that 
we will support the nominees.” 





Daniel, Rayburn, and Johnson: A 





DOT, he said, and his amendment 
could be assumed to be “an 
amendment of the DOT.” Its pur- 
pose was “confusing and dividing 
and causing trouble” in the con- 
vention. 

“It is for one one purpose only. 
It is to embarass our great leader, 
Lyndon Johnson, and hurt his 
eandidacy for the presidency of 
the United States,” Skelton said. 

The oath adopted “is more than 
sufficient. It is adequate,” Skelton 
said. “The Democrats of this state 
are sick and tired of all this fight- 
ing and bickeririg.” He moved to 
table. 


The Bexar Caucus 

As the voting commenced— 
clearly, from the beginning, an 
overwhelming vote to table—the 
San Antonio delegation at the far 
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High Ride 


Governor Called 2,252-40 Roll Call ‘Amazing’ Triumph 


Leading off against the motion 
was Cecil Burney of Corpus 
Christi. “In your own neighbor- 
hood you voted for the Demo- 
cratic nominees and had your poll 
tax stamped ‘Democrat,’ he said. 
“Your precinct selected the per- 
sons you thought most represen- 
tative of your Democratic neigh- 
borhood.” 


The law specified that the tem- 
porary roll of the convention 
would be those delegations certi- 
fied by the convention chairmen, 
he said. “For us to impose ‘differ- 
ent qualifications would be a clear 
violation of the statutes of this 
state. The legislature has spoken 
and we are bound to follow that 
mandate here.” 

The amendment for loyalty rost- 
ers, Burney argued, was a “holier 
than thou” proposition. “When- 
ever a man proclaims his honor 
and dignity too much, you better 
put your hands on your pocket- 
book.” 

For his part, Burney said, he 


had supported all Democratic 
mominees since he voted for 
Roosevelt in 1936, and “I don’t 


intend for you to tell me to sign 
in blood.” The state committee 
had proposed “maximum require- 
ments of the national Democratic 
convention,” and “if it’s good 
enough for the party of Jefferson 
and Jackson, it’s good enough for 
me and this delegation.” The oath 
bound the delegation to back the 
nominees and the electors to vote 
for them if they win, he said. 
Byron Skelton, the Democratic 
national committeeman who was 
renominated by the convention, 
said he has always supported the 
Democratic nominees. The roster- 
test proposal, he said, was “im- 
possible of application,” and be- 
cause of the law cited by Burney, 
would make the delegation to Los 
Angeles “an illegal delegation.” 
Skelton then tagged the amend- 
ment as a Democrats of Texas 
move. Dickie is vice president of 





rear of the main floor began 
caucusing on what to do. 

Delegation chairman James 
Knight stated his case against 
the amendment. “This is an at- 
tempt,” he told the Bexar caucus, 
“by some forces in and out of the 
convention to hurt Johnson. It’s 
going to embarass Johnson if we 
pass this resolution.” 

He told of Gov. Daniel's and 
Sen. Johnson’s promises, if the 
Bexar delegation would not bolt. 
“They’ve agreed to back our leg- 
islative candidates—with money, 
marbles, and chalk, and personal 
letters. In other words, they'll 
come down and campaign with 
us.” 

“If you're for Lyndon Johnson 
and for Price Daniel, you will 
vote aye. If you want to create 
dissension in this convention that 
will hurt Lyndon Johnson, vote 
no.” 


George Lambert, official of the 
San Antonio textile workers’ 
union, shouted, “Jimmy, that’s 
not the issue and you know it’s 
not the issue.” 

Maury Maverick, Jr., had of- 
fered to make the _ seconding 
speech for the Dickie motion to 
the entire convention, specifying 
his continuing support of Johnson, 
but said that “neither the people 
who Kate Johnson or love John- 
son seem to be able to agree on 
that compromise, so I don’t know 
what I’m going to do now.” 

He now made his speech to the 
caucus. He told them he was not 
going to leave the floor, and “I 
am going to stick with my pledge 
to support Lyndon Johnson.” 

“But when you vote for this 
amendment you are not doing 
anything against Lyndon Johnson, 
you’re standing up for the party 
of Franklin D. Roosevelt,” Mave- 
rick exclaimed. “How can I in 
the name of God vote against a 
motion that says I will support 
the nominees of the Democratic 
Party?” 





monotoendusly “aye,” Maverick 
quoted from a letter he received 
from the late Franklin Delane 
Roosevelt, saying: “‘When the 
people of Texas are told the truth 
often enough, they will do the 
right thing . . . Temoprary defeat 
means nothing as long as our side 
wins the last battle’.” 

Maverick asked the caucus to 
vote for the Dickie motion and to 
stay on the floor if they lost. 

Trent Cheyney, school teacher 
and union official, said the amend-— 
ment was not a repudiation of 
Johnson but of anyone who “mas- 
querades as a Democrat” and 
votes Republican. ‘ 

“There comes a time when com- 
promise becomes appeasement 
and appeasement becomes  be- 
trayal,” Cheyney said. 

Pena then rose to speak against 
the Dickie motion. This was a 
decisive event. Knight and Pena 
were believed to have about two- 
thirds of the delegation. Pena, a 
DOT leader, was a key man. Fur- 
thermore, as a Latin-American 
leader, he influenced many dele- 
gates concerned about Sen. Henry 
Gonzalez’s election in November 
against Republican opposition. 

All present were good Demo- 
crats; no one doubted he was a 
good Democrat, Pena began. 


“I am concerned especially for 
those people running for the legis- 
lature,” Pena said. “I have prom- 
ises from Gov. Daniel and Sena- 
tor Johnson to put in money and 
work physically for their nomina- 
tions. In the interest of harmony, 
in the interest of electing our peo- 
ple next November, I ask you to 
vote aye.” 


Mrs. Mae Tuggle asked Pena, 
“Price Daniel promised you a 
committeeman — remember that?” 
(She was referring to Daniel’s 
rejection of the Bexar choice for 
the state Democratic committee, 
Bernard Lifshutz, in 1958.) 

On the roll call vote, most of 
the Latins voted to table the 
Dickie motion. The George Lam- 
berts, Hank Brown of the building 
trade, and Rex Ballard of the 
brewery workers voted for 
Dickie; Jack Martin of the iron- 
workers, George Eichler of the 
brewery workers (saying. “Aye— 
I'm ashamed of myself’) voted 
against Dickie. Seeing the roll 
call going against him, Maverick 
laughed and said, “This is like a 
Jesuit running out on the Catholic 
Church.” G. J. Sutton, the Negro 
leader, voted to table the Dickie 
motion. The final vote was 114-38 
to table. 

The news was the same from 
the other caucuses with liberal- 
labor membership: Jefferson 
County voted to table; the vote 
in the Galveston caucus led by 
Walter Hall, Dickinson, was 34-13 
to table. 

When the San Antonio vote was 
cast before the convention, there 
was a loud cheer. From that point 
it was apparent that the projected 
bolt had flopped. 

Introduced as permanent con- 
vention chairman, Gov. Daniel 
said briefly that anyone who 
would bolt that convention “cer- 
tainly must be out of their 
minds.” 

The waiting rumpers outside 
started getting concerned. when 
no one came out of the hall. A 
few got into the convention some- 
how were asking, “Is anybody 
coming out?” “It’s shot to hell,” 
said Allen Maley, head of the 
Dallas AFL-CIO and a member 
of the Dallas rumpers. 


The Waiting Outside 
Outside the convention hall, the 
members of the contested delega- 
tions who had come to Austin— 
they seemed to number about 200 

(Continued on Page 3) 





The Barton’s Sweat; Issues Are Sidestepped 


(Continued from Page 2) 
—waited in the heat. They were 
eager for the news inside. Mrs. 
Adele Fath was walking about in 
the sunlight under a white um- 
brella, lettered in red, “Gladly for 
Adlai.” Mrs. Randolph sat on a 
bright yellow plastic lawn chair 
in the shade under the rim of the 
auditorium, a newspaper in her 
lap, legs crossed, surrounded by 
a few friends who were coming 
and going. She seemed tired and 
resigned. 

Nearby a delegate said to Creek- 
more Fath — “We're not giving 
up?” “No, certainly not,” said 
Fath. But they were concerned 
that Alex Dickie had not ap- 
peared. Emissaries went to find 
him. 

He emerged and went to where 
Mrs. Randolph sat, she rose and 
came over to him, and a group 
gathered around him. “The Den- 
ton County delegation didn’t vote 
to walk,” he announced. “They 
voted ten to ten,” he said, adding 
he broke the tie with a vote not 
to bolt. 

“We got a fair hearing—they let 
us present the case,” Dickie said. 
“As I see it, we took a licking and 
will fight again another day. 
That’s the way I feel about it.” 

Fath reached out and shook 
Dickie’s hand, saying, “Good luck. 
Alex.” Then he raised his arm and 
shouted, “We're going to Barton 
Springs. Let’s go.” Mrs. Randolph, 
smiling unsteadily, joined the 
move toward the transporation. 
Reporters asked her if there 
would be a bolting convention. 
“We're going over to caucus about 
what to do now,” she said. Had 
any delegates come from inside? 
“I don’t know,” she said. 

Slowly, the beat, straggling, 
disconcerted rumpers gathered on 
a green hill under the trees 
above the long swimming pool 
at Barton’s. In the shade a group 
from Dallas were singing, “Yes, 
Lyndon Loves Me, Yes, Lyndon 
Loves Me, Yes, Lyndon Loves Me, 
Sam Rayburn Told Me So.” Cold 
drinks were dispensed from the 
back of a truck. Reporters ar- 
rived, including some from the 
national press; photographers 
took pictures. “Deal and Compro- 
mise Forever, Sam Will See You 
Through!” they sang underneath 
an oak tree. 

Maley was explaining to the 
Dallas County caucus—about 50 
or 60 people—“San Antonio voted 
to table the Dickie motion. This 
it seems sort of demoralized our 
other delegations. The vote was 
2,252 to 40 for tabling. Apparently 
not many delegates came out. It 
just took the starch out of 'em 
when Bexar voted against our 
loyalty oath. The question is, with 
a handful of people from inside 
and those outside, do we go ahead 
with a rump to Los Angeles? Is it 
advisable?” “Yes,” went up calls; 
but the second thoughts began. 

Mrs. Randolph went to a micro- 
phone set up on a cement picnic 
table. “As you know,” she said, 
“not a county rumped. There 
were, I think . . . ten counties 
that voted with us on the resolu- 
tion. But they did not rump. You 
can’t be a rump delegation if you 
haven’t been joined by anybody 
inside who has rumped.” 

Looking around, the group was 
concluding she was right. Mrs. 
Randolph, Fath, and Woodrow 
Seals, Harris County Democratic 
chairman, were present, but Hol- 
leman and Schmidt were not. 
Reps. Bill Kilgarlin, Dean John- 
ston, and Clyde Miller of Houston, 
all defeated for re-election, were 
there, but Rep. Bob Eckhardt, 
chairman of the Harris County 
Democrats, had not made the trip 
to Austin. Mrs. Margaret Carter, 
Fort Worth liberal leader; Mrs. 
Jean Lee, Austin leader for Adlai 
Stevenson; Mrs. Lillian Collier of 
Mumford, a leader of the Texas 
Democratic Women’s Committee; 





and Maley and the Dallas group 
were present, but not Dallas loy- 
alist leader Joe Bailey Hum- 
phreys, nor the pro-Johnson Bean 
delegation from El Paso which 
lost its fight to get seated. There 
were practically no seated dele- 
gates on hand: a few from Den- 
ton and Kleberg counties; one re- 
porter could count only 15 dele- 
gates’ badges among the crowd. 
This was the low-tide for the lib- 
eral Democratic organization so 
far, and they all knew it. 
It was hot. Speaking began. 


Speeches on Defeat 

Fath presiding, Seals said, “We 
have won battles and lost battles. 
Fighting for your convictions is 
like earning a living—it never 
ends. We came to the convention 
with a program that was honor- 
able and in good faith, one that 
we believed in. Many of the par- 
ticipants of the convention, in bad 
faith, will take any kind of pledge 
that they have to support the 
party ... Because of power poli- 
tics it (the delegate loyalty oath) 
was defeated . . . Lyndon John- 
son is going to find that today he 
started a great defeat when he 
aligned himself with people who 
will not support the Democratic 
Party.” 


Seals said he did not want to 
embarass any Texas official, they 
had been fighting for “a Demo- 
cratic pledge.” 

He opposed going to Los An- 
geles. Mrs. Randolph would go 
with them, but would be stronger 
alone, he said. “Let’s regroup our- 
selves and rededicate ourselves to 
that principle we are dedicated to 
today—loyalty for the Democratic 
nominees,” Seals concluded. 

Roy Minton, Denton County del- 
egate, said he had been certain 
Denton and Bexar would rump. 
“We haven't been defeated, we’ve 
been massacred,” Minton said. He 
was against a rump: he could put 
up with a certain amount of em- 
barassment, but “if people fall by 
the wayside like they did between 
the DOT caucus last night and 
today, my brother and I will be 
there in Los Angeles ahd I don’t 
believe anybody else.” 

Mrs. Margaret Carter, Fort 
Worth, said the most important 
thing lost was the September con- 
vention; nothing would save it 
for liberal Democrats now, she 
said. She said, though, Texas can 
be carried for the Democrats. 

Rev. Baxton Bryant, Dallas, 
said, “We didn’t lose, the Demo- 
cratic Party did.” The seated Dal- 
las delegation was made up of 
people who vote “overwhelmingly 
Republican,” he said. But. he said, 
“We do not feel that we have a 
leg to stand on.” Admit defeat, 
he said, and work for the nom- 
inees. 

Mrs. Anne McAfee, Travis 
County, said the Travis conven- 
tion was not lost, “it was just 
plain stolen.” 

Rep. Johnston said that 37 per 
cent of the convention votes were 
represented by delegations out- 
side which were not seated, which 
could have been joined to dele- 
gations from inside the conven- 
tion. “They did not come out,” he 
said. He proposed a motion that 
a protest be taken to Los Angeles; 
this was passed; its contents were 
not specified. 

Elmo Brown, Houston, said 
they had lost before but had 
never said they were whipped. 
“We are a fighting bunch of peo- 
ple. We are the people who have 
maintained the Democratic Par- 
ty.” He called for a renewal of 
friendships and alliances the 
events of the convention had im- 
paired and a campaign for the 
Democrats. 

Mike Ethridge, Houston, ex- 
claimed, “I don’t understand why 
people yield to pressure.” 

Mrs. Randolph concluded the 
meeting: “I want to thank you all 





for your confidence in me and 
for the work you have done. And 
we will go on with the fight until 
we make this a Democratic state.” 


Wright's Keynote 

Meanwhile. back in the air-con- 
ditioned convention, Cong. Jim 
Wright, the keynoter, was extoll- 
ing Johnson's virtues and making 
sport about Democrats’ traditional 
family fights, disorganization, and 
unpredictability. He cited “im- 
pressive support” for Johnson all 
over the country. 

“The American people are not 
concerned about where a man 
comes from. They want to know 
where he is going,” Wright said. 

“If you should think it strange,” 
Wright said, “that I have not ex- 
coriated the so-called ‘modern’ 
Republicans for their lack of vi- 
sion, their lack of direction, their 
lack of compassion, the loss of 
momentum we have suffered in 
the national product, the loss of 
initiative we have suffered in 
world affairs, and the failures of 
the present Republican adminis- 
tration—it is because I do not 
come to speak for failures,” he 
said. 

As for the bolt, Wright said, 
“It's a family fight, and by No- 
vember, after we've all had our 
say, we shall have joined ranks 
behind the nominee selected by 
the majority of us.” 


Resolutions Scuttled 

All resolutions on national pol- 
icy, except for politics and party 
affairs, were scuttled in the reso- 
lutions committee. The Harris 
County delegation pushed resolu- 
tions passed at the county level 
condemning the World Court, 
communists, radicals, and the like 
(see Obs. May 20), but all these 
were voice-voted down, two or 
three members of the committee 
voting for them. 

Lloyd Bentsen, the Houston bus- 
inessman and former congress- 
man, was chairman of the com- 
mittee. Seated with him at the 
table were Homa UHill, Fort 
Worth, and John Peace, San An- 
tonio, representing the Governor. 
D. B. Hardeman, a staff aide to 
Speaker Rayburn, listened from 
the rear of the room. 

Two objections were raised 
against the Houston resolution in 
defense of the Connally Reserva- 
tion to the World Court. One 
came from Gus Garcia, San An- 
tonio, who said the American Bar 
Assn. had proposed abolishing the 
resolution; the other from French 
Robertson of Abilene, who agreed 
with the resolution but was “fear- 
ful of interpretations that might 
affect our candidate. If we en- 
cumber him with two many reso- 
lutions, we will destroy his 
chances on the national level.” 

Upon the defeat of continuing 
government support of wool and 
mohair and condemning Sen. John 
Kennedy’s bill to authorize pick- 
eting at construction sites where 
some tradesmen are _ working 
against whom the picketers do 
not have grievances, chairman 
Bentsen said, “Gentlemen, I'm 
sure that many of us are in sym- 
pathy with these resolutions. Ap- 
parently it is the sentiment of a 
majority of the committee that 
a full effort be given to our can- 
didate for the presidency.” 

James Yancy, lobbyist for the 
Texas Manufacturers’ Assn. and 
the Houston member on resolu- 
tions, insisted on one proposed 
resolution. “I do not want to tie 
down our candidate,” he said, “I 
want him to be elected if he’s the 
nominee of our party. But these 
are principles that are not unrea- 
sonable.” P 

Yancy then read out the prin- 
ciples, which included “our coun- 
try above all other countries,” 
states’ rights, free enterprise, the 
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right of labor to organize but con-| seated, with Latane Lambert, San 
demnation of “bosses,” govern-| Antonio, dissenting. (Mrs, Lam- 
ment withdrawing from business| bert said she stayed in the con- 
activity “where it is in competi- vention only to enter her dissents 
tion with private business,” lower| for the liberal delegations during 
public debt and taxes, jurists on| this hearing.) 

the Supreme Court, expulsion of There was a shouting, gesticu- 


“communists and fellow-travelers| lating demand from Woodrow 


and other radicals” from public | Bean, El Paso, on behalf of his 
office, and control of the “sov-| delegation. Bean had- said Mon- 
ereign” Texas Democratic Party|day that events would reveal 


by “Texas Democrats.” | whether Johnson is “the greatest 

Told by a Johnson leader that| living American” (which Bean 
the resolution “would brand our| has said he is). If the Bean dele- 
candidate as a regional candi-| gation was not seated there would 
date,” Yancy had to accept an- | Bean said, “a massive reeval- 
other voice vote against him. | uation of the situation.” 

A resolution by O. F. Nelson Arguing for his delegation 
Jr., Anahuac, to allow tax relief| against the conservative Wiggs 
or deductions to working mothers | delegation, Bean said he would be 
for baby-sitters while working to| for Johnson whether he was seat- 
contribute to the family income| ed or not. He argued that Martin 
was also tabled. Wiggs, the county chairman, al- 

Finally Yancy withdrew all ved proxies to be used on be- 
pending Harris County resolu-| half of his election as convention 
tions, “because it doesn’t appear in and that other irregu- 
we want to hang millstones s occurred 
around his (Johnson’s) neck.” irs. Lambert proposed splitting 

The Bexar County conventior convention votes between the 
had passed a number of militant delegations and _ obtained 
liberal resolutions, endorsing sit t five votes for this idea out 
in demonstrations, school integra f the 27-person committee. The 
tion, Mrs. Randolph for commit-| Wiggs delegation was seated. 
teewoman, and so forth. These No one was present to present 
were not presented to the resolu-|a protest from Travis County, 
tions chairman, Bentsen, for con-| where pro-Lyndon liberal Stuart 
sideration. Gus Garcia, the Long argued that the convention 
Antonio member on the commit-| chairmanship election had been 
tee, said Bentsen had not received | stolen from him. The Pearce John- 
them, though he was supposed to! son delegation was seated. 
have, and that he, Garcia, did not credentials committee re- 
know where they were. Maverick headed by Cecil Burney, 
came in trying to discover wha is Christi, also recommended 
had happened to them, but left seating of the Dallas delega- 
without having found out. led by county chairman Ed 
an Eisenhower Democrat. 
Bean Beaned The convention seated all dele- 

The convention credentials com-} gations as recommended by the 
mittee did not meet long. Billy inty convention chairmen, with 
Goldberg, state Democratic exec exceptions. 
utive committee membet fron Yth convention committee 
Houston, presented the case for! cl were Dolph Briscoe, 
the Harris County loyalists. He| Uvalde, permanent organization; 
said the committee had a duty t Hall, Dallas, presidential 
determine who are “the qualified Hal Woodward, Coleman 
Democrats.” The _ conservative national delegates; and 
Houston delegation, he said, voted Looney, Edinburg, national 
down a loyalty oath similar members. 
the one the convention was adopt- | 
ing. Demonstration for LBJ 

“From now on you are cloaking The threatened bolt squashed, 
these people with the title of t 50 LBJ girls decked out in 
‘Democrat’ so that such actions LBJ dresses (white skirts, 
as they take hereafter in the ant es vertically striped white 
Johnson movement will be done d , and delegates carrying 
as duty qualified Democrats at inty banner signs, red-white- 
the state convention,” he said i-blue posters, and posters of 

The Harris conservatives were (Continued on Page 4) 
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Fath and Mrs. Randolph: No Rumpers, No Rump 
She Said She'll Go to L.A:; Will Go on Fighting 








Let those flatter who fear, it is not an American art. 
—JEFFERSON 








Bartlett Appears Exclusively in the Texas Observer 


Vo Wh is tling 


Hailing a liberal Republican friend at the local beergarten the 
other night, we remarked that as of the moment, the liberal 
Democratic movement in Texas is just about as effective as the 
Texas Republican Party. “No, no,” he replied—‘“just about as 
effective as the liberal Texas Republicans.” 








One alternates, after such a debacle, between severe depres- 
sion, for we were right, and the welfare of millions was in- 
volved !—and amusement, for a prat-fall is a prat-fall, and must 
be just as funny when you can’t see the victim’s face, it being 
your own. 


It wasn’t funny noon Tuesday, you could hear the bones 
breaking all the way to Barton Springs and back. If, ironic 
retrospect, bolts are not always a hell of a lot of fun, they 
usually prove something or other. “Gung-Ho,” maybe. Or, as 
one of the bolters from the San Antonio delegation said, “Iet’s 
us five bolt to Scholz’s.” 


Maury Maverick, Jr., who led a gallant attempt to stem the 
rejection of the liberals’ pledge by the liberals in the conven- 
tion, called to say, “Tell ’em to feel good—sing a song—drink 
a little wine—be happy. They were in the first wave and got | 
shot up: But they got a good oath. I felt like the day on the 
floor of- the House when only eleven of us voted against im- 
peaching William O. Douglas. It was the second that the Gas 
House Gang was born.” 


Whistling in the dark does not bring the light sooner ; events 
will vindicate the loyalists as the July convention names a liberal 
candidate and the Dixiecrats start defecting again, showing 
the Johnson-Daniel loyalty resolution for the really first-class 
razzle-dazzle it was. 


Johnson used all the powers of the convention system, all the 


The 


(Continued from Page 3) 
a new line drawing of Johnson, 
gathered in the foyer and formed 
two rows for an aisle to receive 
him. 


Rep. Ikard, predicting “a suc- 
cessful campaign to the White 
House,” said Johnson’s qualities 
were demonstrated in the recent 
foreign policy discussions. “While 
some sought to take political ad- 
vantage of .. . an insult to all 
Americans, Johnson counseled be 
united,” Ikard said. 


Resolutions chairman Lloyd 
Bentsen read the short resolu- 
tion endorsing Johnson. It cited 
“maturity of judgment,” “experi- 
ence in the art of government,” 
and demonstrated and proven 
“ability to lead this nation.” It 
pledged and bound the delegation 
to support and vote for Johnson 
“so long as his name is before” 
the convention in Los Angeles. 
Larry Blackmon, Mineral Wells, 
seconded without elaboration. 


Ikard took the podium and said, 
“The previous question is moved 
and ordered.” He called for the 
voice vote. All shouted aye except 
Harris County, from whose cor- 
ner in the convention hall came 
lusty shouts of no. A chant for a 





emonstration 


gation walked out, taking their 
banners with them. Some of them, 
asked if they were bolting, said 
no—they were just leaving. 

The convention was convulsed 
with cheering afid stomping, signs 
and shouts, as Johnson proceeded 
into the hall. As he worked his 
way over to a side exit leading to 
the platform, friends formed an 
arm-lock phalanx in front of him. 
He was smiling. 

A brass band played “Happy 
Days Are Here Again,” and “Cali- 
fornia Here I Come.” He appeared 
with his two daughters on the 
stage, and wild cheering ensued. 
“The Eyes of Texas” was played 
and sung as he adjusted his spec- 
tacles. He raised his arms up in 
acknowledgement; banged the 
gavel; the noise stopped; but 
shortly resumed in a roar. 


After a while he said, “Please, 
please, please,” and banged the 
gavel eight or ten light raps. 


Johnsons Speech 

“I want to thank you from a 
grateful heart,” he said. 

“You have honored me beyond 
any expectations I ever had when 
I started out in public life. 

“We are embarking today on a 
joint enterprise . . . not the road 





roll call went up from the Harris 
County group, but quickly died 
away. 

Other resolutions were adopted: 


blandishments and threats in the hands of his leaders (who can| petitioning the national committee 


forget that Rayburn said he wouldn’t forget?), all his advan- 
tages with the press and the. power system, to reduce what 
would have been a considerable delegation to a perspiring fu- 
tility. In the aftermath there is bitterness. This issue we are 
content with history, and leave the weighings for better-mooded 
times. 


Only propagandists deceive themselves that the 2,252-40 roll 
call was a true test of strength. Even the most hostile dailies 
hesitated before suggesting the liberal Democrats were crushed, 
not to rise again. 


Sometime during the night after that dismal day—the darkest 
day for Texas liberalism since, oh, 1946—the losses were sus- 
tained as the defeated began remembering who, individually, they 
are. There is a clean feeling in dissent when you know, by 
your lights, that you’re right, and the driving loss reminds you 
what you cannot do or be. 


On to Los Angeles, then, Mrs. Randolph—may the Demo- 
crats affirm what you fought for here and lost. 
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to provide Sen. Johnson any seats 
and tickets which were to have 
gone to the national committee- 
man and committeewoman, pro- 
vided there is any disagreement 
about them; seeking to bind Mrs. 
Randolph under the delegation’s 
unit rule; proposing that Demo- 
cratic state chairmen be added 
to the membership of the Demo- 
cratic national committee, a pro- 
posal the resolution said the 
Speaker and Sen. Johnson “en- 
dorsed.” 

Ikard then announced “the 
great Majority Leader of the Sen- 
ate,” touching off the demonstra- 
tion. Johnson came in from the 
back of the hall and down the 
middle aisle, surrounded by girls 
and women in the LBJ uniform. 

He was stalled by the crush in 
the aisle and thus had ¢o listen, 
for two or three minutes, to the 
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from the conservative Harris 
County delegation. They were 


will hew hard to the truth as we find it | Standing and loudly and insistent- 


ly booing him. 
Shortly after he began his 
speech most of the Houston dele- 
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(UPI Photo) 
LBJ Said He’d Go ‘All the Way’ With Them 


Demonstration for Him Had Girls, Banners, and a Band 


back to feudalism .. . not the 
road some would have you take, 
the left road of communism.” 


A public man, he said, is “a 
sum total of all the people who 
believe in him,” and exists as a 
means of “fulfilling the hopes of 
the people he serves.” His honors 
were “not individual honors— 
they’re honors for the great Lone 
Star. State of Texas, of which 
every man ought to be proud. 


“No man can foresee the end 
of the road upon which we are 
setting out today.” 


He had had Byrd on his right 
and Morse on his left, Humphrey 
in one aisle and Thurmond in the 
other, but they were able to rea- 
son together, and had no Khrush- 
chevs and no “fascists of the Hit- 
ler type” among them, but con- 
ducted themselves as gentlemen. 

This is not true in other coun- 
tries, he said. He recalled “words 
I heard in the Hill Country: ‘God 
forgive some for they know not 
what they do.’ 


“We are truly a national party. 
We call the roll and sometimes 
it’s 2200 to forty and sometimes 
it’s 1100 to 1100,” he said—but the 
last was drowned out in cheers. 

“We picked up the broken dish- 
es after the great crusade of 1952 
and the Republican Party lost its 
Congress the first time the people 


voted subsequently. Notwithstand- 
ing the popularity of a great war 
hero, the people in the states were 
dedicated to the work of respon- 
sible, patriotic, Democratic lead- 
ership. 

“It's no accident that the peo- 
ple of this great nation when they 
had the chance elected the Doug- 
lases and the Humphreys, the 
Byrds and the Morses, because 
they knew that the worst Demo- 
crat was better than any Repub- 
lican. And if Dick Nixon or any- 
one in the hall hasn’t learned it 
they’ll learn it next November.” 

He said the convention would 
send “a loyal Democrat delega- 
tion to Los Angeles. I want you 
to know that you will find me 
with you all the way. We will go 
as members of a national party 
. » » The man you select to lead 
the party in July will lead the 
ticket in November and the na- 
tion in January.” 

Never before has the U.S. had 
so few friends in the world, he 
said. The other night he sat in 
the White House. With the Presi- 
dent were “only three other men, 
two of them were Texans,” and 
the President had told them of 
hostility toward the U.S. abroad. 
“Beware of what you say and 
what you do,” Johnson said. The 
communists are moving in Tibet. 
In China “500 of ’em have been 
born since I.started talking to 
you.” The future of West Berlin, 
no one knows. “Khrushchev is 
coming into our hemisphere... 
he follows the Castro line of more 
expropriation.” 

Closing, Johnson told a story of 
a football game “out in my Hill 
Country.” His team, he said, was 
outmatched about four touch- 
downs. The coach said “Go in 
there and fight ’em to the finish.” 
The quarterback was a red-head- 
ed, snaggle-toothed boy named 
“Sandy.” His team was six points 
behind as the last quarter was 
running out. He asked the coach 
| what to do three plays running 
|} and lost ground each play. Then 
| the coach told him he was on his 
| own. Sandy, “true to his pioneer 
| tradition, true to his Texas tra- 
| dition,” called play number elev- 
en and won the game. “He heard 
the crowd roaring—with an occa- 
sional boo, there as now.” Later 
when the coach asked him how 
| he’d done it, he said he had picked 
|out two favorite players whose 
jersey numbers were six and 
seven, added them, and got eleven. 
The coach told him that added up 
to thirteen, not eleven. Sandy al- 
lowed that, but said, “But if I'd a 
been as smart as you are, we'da 
lost the game.” 

This is one of Johnson's favor- 
ite stories, and its import was 
clear this time he used it. “Texans 
have the imagination and the in- 
genuity and plenty of Sandys on 
this delegation going to Los An- 
geles he said,” and he raised his 
arms with his fingers shaping 
V's. 

The LBJ girls, to the tune of 
Oh My Darling Clementine, sang 
about Lyndon, “he’s the latest, 
he’s the greatest,” as Johnson left 
the stage to cheers. 


The Wrap-Up 


The convention had only a few 
details to clean up then. Coopera- 
tion with Dollars for Democrats 
was resolved. The loyalty resolu- 
tion was passed—reading it was 
“dispensed with’— without dis- 
sent. The presidential electors and 
national delegates were read and 
approved. Byron Skelton, Temple, 
was renamed to the national com- 
mittee, and Mrs. H. H. Weinert, 
Seguin, was named to replace 
Mrs. Randolph. Gov. Daniel said 
“it is encouraging that all dele- 
gates elected” would support the 
nominees. Jake Jacobsen ad- 
journed the convention; it was 
about 5:30 in the afternoon. R.D. 








‘DEVELOPMENT OF THE LIBERALS’ DEBACLE 


AUS 

Events leading up to <9 
state convention— the domi- 
nant coalition’s unveiling of 
its loyalty plan, hotel-room 
conferences, Monday night 
labor and liberal-loyalist cau- 
cuses, “the long, long night,” 
and finally labor’s climactic 
caucus—resulted in a broken 
bolt and the overwhelming 
Johnson victory. 

Cong. Jim Wright reportedly 
played a vigorous role in persuad- 
ing Johnson and Daniel Demo- 
crats to adopt a convincing loyal- 
ty resolution during caucuses at 
the Governor's Mansion Sunday. 

Monday morning the state 
Democratic executive committee 
convened. Two steps were taken. 
The rumping delegations were de- 
nied, confirming the liberal-loy- 
alist’ maximum _ convention 
strength of about 315 votes the 
next day (see page 8). A loyalty 
resolution was adopted. 


J. Ed Connally, siate chairman, 
opened the meeting condemning 
the “Eisenhower-Nixon adminis- 
tration” as “seven years of nega- 
tive, do-nothing policies of no 
new starts and no new ideas.” 


The nation was watching Texas, 
and what the majority decided, 
“let no man—or woman— put 
asunder,” he said. Johnson would 
be nominated and elected, he 
predicted. He said “minority 
splinter forces” would not pre- 
vail, nor would campaigns of 
“abuse, vilification, and smear.” 

Then John Peace, S.D.E.C. 
member from San Antonio, read 
the agreed-upon resolution. Since 
it was adopted as part of a report 
by the convention the next day, as 
well as another resolution on the 
subject, it is part of the program 
agreed upon. 

The resolution first noted that 
the Democrats’ national commit- 
tee had recommended that it be 
“the” understanding” that presi- 
dential electors are pledged “for- 
mally or in good conscience” to 
the election of the Democrats’ 
nominees, and that ity be under- 
stood that national delegates have 
the welfare of the Democrats at 
heart and participate “in good 
faith.” National delegates, presi- 
dential electors, and party offi- 
cers elected by the state conven- 
tion were “instructed” to follow 
these recommendations by the 
resolution. , 

Support of all party nominees 
was then taken to be an under- 
stood “indication” by all such 
party leaders. A presidential elec- 
tor defecting “shall submit his 
resignation” and be replaced. 

This was unanimously adopted. 

Then Mrs. Ellana Ball, S.D.E.C. 


member from Houston. said, 
“Since I agree that we want a 
Democrat elected, we ought not 
be dictated to by people who are 
not Democrats. In Harris a lot of 
people took a very active part in 
the convention who are not Dem- 
ocrats.” 

She then proposed a state con- 
vention roster for all delegates 
including the pledge, “I am a 
Democrat and will in the general 
election of 1960 support the nom- 
inees of the Democratic Party for 
all elective offices, state and na- 
tional.” This test would also be 
applied by mail to delegates who 
were not attending the June con- 
vention. 

“I have never taken the pledge, 
but I will be delighted to in or- 
der that the persons who are not 
Democrats may not share in our 
September convention,” Mrs. Ball 
Said. 

Mrs. Janice Sherrod, San An- 
tonio, seconded her resolution. It 
was defeated by voice vote. 

Connally then released to the 
press a rough statement. After 
saying the state committee had 
“called and raised” the national 
committee, he stated: 





“I am a Democrat. I support the 
nominees of the party from pres- 
ident to public weigher and I 
have consistently done so. I am 
sick and tired of these profes- 
sional camp followers engaging in 
mock conventions when they can- 
not be elected as delegates from 
the precincts and counties in 
which they live.” He thought the 
nation would not be led by “this 
splinter clique.” 

In Dallas, Sen. Ralph Yarborough 
explained that he was not going 
to the state convention because 
“Our side lost in the county con- 
vention, and I was kicked off the 
list of delegates.” 

He would, he said, be at Los 
Angeles. “Things will be differ- 
ent there,” he said. Was there 
any change in his refusal to en- 
dorse Johnson? “I’m for the Dem- 
ocratic Party,” Yarborough said. 

Asked at a press conference 
Monday afternoon why Yarbor- 
ough was not present, Johnson 
said he did not know, but would 
be pleased to have him there, 
“just as I am pleased that 18 of 
Texas’ members of the House are 
here.” 

Reps. Jack Brooks, Beaumont, 
J. T. Ruthermord, Odessa, and 
Albert Thomas, Houston, did not 
come because of “press of busi- 
ness” in Washington. Rutherford 
was among the 16 congressmen on 
the national delegation selected 
the next day, but not Brooks or 
Thomas.) 

On the loyalty oath, Johnson 
said, “Oaths are what people take 
when they are suspicious of each 
other. I do not challenge the good 
faith of anyone here.” He said he 
has always supported the Demo- 
cratic ticket and would hope the 
convention would make that dec- 
laration “in any legitimate form.” 

Monday night attendance at a 
$50-a-plate banquet for Sen. John- 
son’s candidacy—which raised an 
estimated $150,000, attendance be- 
ing estimated at more than 3,000 
—messages were read from con- 
gressmen, senators, and gover- 
nors, and many dignitaries were 
heard from. 

Thick steaks were served with 
trimmings. Large plates of shrimp 
were placed on the tables. Wait- 
resses ran out of knives and forks: 
many guests had to get their own 
food and cutlery and eat on up- 
turned boxes, for the seats at the 
tables were all taken. 

Rayburn said he found it in- 
credible that any Texas Demo- 
crat would bolt the convention or 
fail to support Johnson. He would 
find this hard to “forget,” he told 
the banqueters. 


Key Caucuses Begin 


At 2 p.m., three members of the 
San Antonio delegation, County 
Cmsr. Albert Pena, county chair- 
man James Knight, and Jack Mar- 
tin, ironworkers’ union official, 
discussed the situation with Gov. 
Daniel at the Mansion. Daniel 
hinted that more labor represen- 
tation was desired on the nation- 
al delegation. Daniel told them 
Jerry Holleman, Texas AFL-CIO 
president, had okayed the S.D.E.C. 
resolution. Later, when Pena 
asked Holleman if this was cor- 
rect, Holleman said it was not. 
From other sources the Observer 
understood Holleman’s position to 
be that the S.D.E.C. plah was a 
basis for negotiation. 

Sometime during the afternoon, 
Holleman and Mrs. R. D. Ran- 
dolph, DOTC chairman and out- 
going national committeewoman, 
conferred. Holleman took up 2 
compromise loyalty oath with her. 
She found it less than she thought 
necessary. 

At 4:30, Speaker Rayburn, Hol- 
leman, and Fred Schmidt, secre- 
tary-treasurer of Texas AFL-CIO, 
met. 

Labor delegates went into their 
first caucus at 7:35 p.m. Monday 
in a closed room on the Austin 





Hotel mezzanine. Two hours later 
the session broke up inconclusive- 
ly, to be resumed in the morning. 
A labor man said as he came out, 
“They didn’t decide to. do any- 
thing.” Holleman told the press: 
“We didn’t conclude our business. 
We didn’t conclude our decisions.” 
What was labor's. convention 
strength? “We didn’t try to meas- 
ure it.” Would there be emissaries 
from Johnson during the night? 
He did not know, but “This will 
undoubtedly “be a long, long 
night.” The DOTC caucus then 
began assembling in the same 
room, adjacent to the Harris 
County caucus. Creekmore Fath, 
secretary-treasurer, was flanked 
by Mrs. Randolph, chairman, and 
Alex Dickie of Denton, DOTC 
vice-chairman. 

Mrs. Randolph said they had 
come together to “decide what we 
are going to do to preserve the 
loyal Democratic movement in 
this state.” 

“If we do not do something, 
you’re going to see a convention 
in September that will go on rec- 
ord for Nixon no matter who the 
Democratic Party nominates.” 

Fath made a statement on re- 
cent Texas party history. He said 
Johnson took the loyalists’ roster- 
pledge plan in 1948 and was elect- 
ed to the U.S. Senate; if he would 
take it now, “he might get to 
be president,” a prospect Fath 
thought about 2-to-1 negative. 

He alluded to reports he had 
heard that Harris, Tarrant, Dal- 
las, Travis, Nueces, and smaller 
counties had delegates who were 
skipping the June convention in 
return for promises from Johnson 
people “not to show up in Sep- 
tember.” The morning S.D.E.C. 
resolution “does nothing to pro- 
tect the Democratic Party in the 
September convention,” he said. 

After proceaure nad been dis- 
cussed for insisting on the loyalty 
pledge Fath read, Holleman asked 
if the failure of the resolution 
would be followed by a bolt. 

Dickie said, “If we don’t get a 
pledge from the delegates to this 
convention, we ought to get out 
of there.” 

Holleman said, “We shall insist 
upon a party loyalty resolution 
that at least meets minimum 
standards. The question in my 
mind is whether or not some 
other wording” might not be ac- 
ceptable. He had “some reserva- 
tion whether or not the best pos- 
sible procedure is to walk out at 
that point,” when the resolution 
on loyalty was rejected. 

Dickie asked him if he had an 
alternative resolution. “No. I think 
there may be evolved something 
else that meets minimum stand- 
ards,” Holleman said. 

Fath opposed waiting on the 
walkout. “Once we’ve got a per- 
manent chairman, we've had it,” 
he said. 

Dickie said if the pledge was 
adopted, they would stay in the 
convention. 


Pena Dubious 

Pena asked how many people 
there would be seated. About a 
third of them raised their hands. 
Pena said he could not bind his 


delegation to the caucus decision. | 
He had four groups he was try-| 
ing to keep together for the No- 


vember elections, he said. 
A year ago, he said, he made 
a speech on how to “fight Lyndon 





Johnson. I thought we should, 
fight all the time. We either had | 
to win our convention or bolt. 
Nobody at that time would go 


along with that suggestion. Con-| 
seqyently we had to work with) 


some of the Johnson people to 
win our convention.” He would 
see what the Bexar delegation 
decided. 

Holleman wanted to know if 
other language might be accepta- 
ble. “Is there any point in our 
talking to anybody tonight?” The 
concensus of the caucus was that 
the language already read was 
agreed on. “Then I guess all of us 
can get a good night's sleep,” Hol- 
leman said. 

Fath said he had seen several 
oaths that day and had yet to see 
one that was acceptable. Johnson 
himself had supported their plan 
in 1948, he said. 

“What I'm trying to do is 
keep anybody from feeling like 
that we’re flying under any false 
colors,” Holleman. said. Labor was 
not bound by the caucus decision 
there, he said. 

Rep. Bill Kilgarlin, Houston 
said that if the bolters waited past 
the loyalty oath defeat, they 
would be waiting until late after- 
noon, and then it would be too 
late—the light would go out, the 
curtain would ring down, “and 
there you are.” 

“We'll be outside waiting for 
you,” Fath said to the caucus 

Pena, Dickie, and Fath agreed 
to meet at 8 a.m. to make plans 

At 11 that night, Johnson, Ray- 
burn, Holleman, and Schmidt con- 
ferred again. 


Labor Caucus Angry 

Tuesday morning Pena did not 
turn up for the planning session, 
Fath said. In Pena’s absence 
Dickie agreed to make the mo- 
tion for the loyalists’ pledge. 

Fath and Dickie met with Jake 
Jacobsen, secretary of the 
vention, and Gov. Daniel at 
Governor’s Mansion. Meanwhile 
the labor delegates went into cau 
cus on the mezzanine about 9 a.m 

Pena said later that he, Martin 
and G. J. Sutton, Negro leade1 
from Bexar, met with Johnsor 
Tuesday morning in Johnsor 
hotel rooms. Pena said it wa 
agreed that if the delegation sup 
ported Johnson in Los Angele 
and did not bolt the state conver 
tion, support would be forthcon 
ing during the fall campaign fi 
county Democratic legislati 
candidates. 


to 


con- 


the 


As the Observer informally u: 
derstands the nature of tl 
promise, Johnson is to send mon 
ey into the campaigns for Dem 
cratic nominees for the House 
and Senate; Daniel is to campaigr 
on the spot, physically, for the 
legislative nominees of the Dem« 
crats, including Sen. Henry Gor 
zalez. 


There was a report in the Bexar 
delegation that Gonzalez had sent 
word he did not want a bolt, but 
Gonzalez did not do so, nor did 
he know about the Johnson-Dan- 
iel promise, and what the Bexar 
delegation did subsequently, they 
did on their own, Gonzalez in- 
formed the Observer. 

As the labor caucus proceeded 
—with reports emerging that it 
was a hot-tempered meeting, with 
Hollen and Schmidt under fire 
from some delegates, and defend- 
others—Fath and Dickie re- 
i to announce to waiting 
rals that it had been agreed 
vould get a roll call vote 
their loyalty pledge. “Frankly, 
this is the best we can get, as it’s 
be hard for these county 
egates that have been with us 
ote against us on thia” he 


an 





g« gtk 


35 the Randolph-Fath cau- 
yup left for the auditorium. 
caucus did not break 

a few minutes before 10. 
The Observer saw a reporter en- 
went in after him, heard 

e saying, “I think Fred and 
worked out a very 
tuation,” and then was 

to leave by Sherman 
AFL-CIO legislative direc- 
The other reporter said he 
ttending as a union mem- 


J nave 


a reporter.) 
he caucus broke up, Holle- 
ild say only: “Nothing 


yne. What we had recom- 
them was rejected.” 
ther person emerging said 
lution the ieaders had 
been solidly re- 
Perhaps this was the writ- 
Holleman-Schmidt proposal 
age 6 interview with Hol- 
feeling of the labor 
was that labor had no 
the bolt but their lead- 
ed it 
lie in these various ways 
Mrs.. Randolph, Fath, 
he other contesting delegates 
“wait outside,” but 
came out. 


had 


sne 


ates 


1aeed, 


body 
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The Confederate Flag and the Harris Delegation 
Rejecting LBJ and Loyalty Oath, They Booed Lustily 


Harris Dixiecrats 


AUSTIN 

Had there been a roll call at 
the convention, there is no doubt 
that 295 votes from Harris Coun- 
ty would have been cast against 
Sen. Johnson's nomination. The 
roll call was not ordered, but the 
Harris Dixiecrats let themselves 
go on Johnson's voice vote en- 
dorsement with a burst of nos 
that sounded all over the audi- 
torium. During Johnson's speech 
many of them walked out. 

Monday night, in a caucus that 
lasted into the wee hours, (over- 
heard in part by Observer and 
other reporters through a flimsy 
partition,) the Harris County con- 
servative delegation decided 
against endorsing Johnson by a 
margin estimated at about three 
to one. (One report said 5-1.) 

The caucus nominated Stone 
Wells, Houston school board con- 
servative, for national committee- 
man, proposing to replace Byron 
Skelton with him. They reaf- 
firmed their endorsement of Hall 
Timanus and George Charlton as 
presidential electors, although Ti- 
manus was an Eisenhower leader 
in 1952 and Charlton says he has 
not voted for the Democrats’ na- 
tional nominees since 1924. 

Many of the Harris delegates 
wore hat-bands reading, “All the 
Way to L.A. Without LBJ,” but 
when the showdown came on the 
national delegates from Harris, a 
pro-Johnson delegation was se- 
lected. This caused a bitter split 
in the caucus and a crisis during 
the convention. 

It was not considered likely that 
anti-Johnson delegates would 
have been approved by the con- 
vention. 

There was an attempt to quiet 
the anti-Johnson feeling from 
Houston before the convention 
started. Hume Everett, division 
attorney for the Ohio Oil Co. and 
a Freedom in Action keynote 
speaker, wrote the conservative 
delegates: “If we are obnoxious 
in seeking to influence to our 
point of view the members of 
delegations, or if we insist that 
our people be delegates to the Los 
Angeles convention, then we 
might lose the support of other 
delegations in any matter which 
we might favor at Dallas,” in the 
September state convention. 

Everett added that the Septem- 
ber convention was of “more im- 
portance, for in Dallas we elect 
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an executive committee and a 
state chairman and vice chairman. 
This influential committee con- 
ducts the affairs of the party in 
Texas for the next two years. 
State party platforms and state- 
ments of principles will be adopt- 
ed at Dallas. That convention can 
also call upon the legislature to 
enact laws... .” 

The Harris caucus had been 
scheduled to start at exactly the 
same time as the pre-convention 
banquet honoring Johnson, Gov. 
Daniel, and Speaker Rayburn. 
John Singleton, leader of pro- 
Johnson delegates from Houston, 
said this “heaps insult on injury.” 
The caucus was set back to about 
9:30. 

The caucus voted to reject all 
efforts by liberals, Sen. Johnson, 
Gov. Daniel, or anyone else to 
apply to them a national party 
loyalty oath of any kind. After 
midnight the caucus agreed to 
support state party nominees. 

On the convention floor a re- 
volt developed against the pro- 
Johnson slate of delegates to Los 
Angeles selected in the caucus the 
night before. There was much bit- 
terness because—as city council- 


man W. Gail Reeves said—“We 
voted 3-1 against Johnson last 
night, yet we have a Johnson 


slate of delegates.” Amid much 
turmoil a teller vote was taken— 
without anyone really knowing 
who voted how many times if 
any—and the vote was announced 
282-236 for the Johnson slate. 


A Confederate flag was affixed 
to the Harris banner for about 
three hours. Naturally network 
cameramen and Texas photogra- 
phers took many pictures of it. 
In the climax, Mrs. Cynthia Chain 
and Mrs. Irene Davis, the latter 
wearing a Confederate cap, took 
the Harris banner and led a walk- 
out of the convention as Johnson 
spoke. 


Perhaps the spirit dominating 
the Harris conservatives was best 
conveyed by a conversation a re- 
porter had with two lady dele- 
gates wearing the anti-Johnson 
hatbands. Johnson, they said, was 
pro-communist. Who, then, were 
they for? Nixon? No, he was “too 
liberal.” Who, then? “Well,” said 
one, “Barry Goldwater.” The 
other agreed he would be fine. 

To the South 72 miles in San 
Antonio, the Texas Republican 


Party was nominating Republican 
Senator Goldwater for vice-presi- 
dent on the Republican ticket. 





-LABOR’S KEY ROLE 


AUSTIN 


Jerry Holleman, state  pres- 
ident, AFL-CIO, condemned 
as untrue news reports that 
national legislation was dis- 
cussed, or threats made, dur- 
ing conversations between 
him, state labor secretary 
Fred Schmidt, Speaker Sam 
Rayburn, and Sen. Lyndon 
Johnson about party loyalty 
and a bolt at the state Demo- 
cratic convention. 

Various rumors and reports 
during the convention raised the 
question whether such issues as 
the situs-picketing bill and other 
bills of interest to unions had 
been mentioned to Holleman and 
Schmidt. , 

“If the presumption of some 
newsmen was true that Rayburn 
had made a threat to us, it would 
have turned me the other way, 
because I don’t play that way,” 
Holleman said. 

“We talked to Rayburn Mon- 
day afternoon at 4:30 and again 
later,”. Holleman said. Johnson 
was in the later meeting about 
11 o'clock Monday night. 

“We were urging On him a 
stronger party loyalty resolution,” 
Holleman said. “He agreed to help 
us try to get some better lan- 
guage, and we did work some 
out.” 

Holleman was not sure exactly 
what the language was, but the 
state Democratic executive com- 
mittee’s resolution on loyalty was 
modified to omit reference to one 
part of Gov. Daniel's three-part 
program—that pledging to sup- 
port the platform of the Texas 
Democratic Party—and a phrase 
was added “instructing” party del- 
egates, electors, and officers to 
support a program including sup- 
port for the national nominees. 

Was national legislation men- 
tioned to the labor leaders by 
Rayburn or Johnson? “No, that’s 
just flat not true,” Holleman said. 
“Mr. Rayburn pointed out he had 
been a friend of labor, which nor- 
mally is true, and that he works 
with us.” 

Sen. Kennedy's common-situs 
picketing bill had been represent- 
ed as an issue in the discussions, 
the Observer noted. “It was not— 


it was not mentioned at any 
point,” Holleman said. 
The only national _ legislation 


Holléman could remember having 
been discussed had to do with 
something that seemed to have 
developed during Johnson's ab- 
sence from Washington. “Fred 
mentioned to Lyndon a bill some 
Republicans had introduced on 
railroad legislation undoing a 
Supreme Court decision of last 
week.” The conversation tended 
to confirm this had happened 
while Johnson was out of town, 
Holleman said. 

Variously represented as oppos- 
ing a bolt or neutral on the ques- 
tion, the position Holleman and 
Schmidt took before two closed 
labor caucuses prior to the state 
convention was a subject of much 
discussion. 

Holleman said they had pre- 
pared a written statement on 
their position and read it to the 
caucus. It is being printed in a 
report to their members. 

“Our primary intention in all 
this was to try to strengthen the 
party in preparation for Novem- 
ber, and to keep Republicans out 
of the party. We were interested 
in a party loyalty resolution,” 
Holleman said, “as we said in our 
editorial two weeks ago.” 

In this editorial, a bolt to Los 
Angeles was recommended if the 
state convention did not adopt a 
party loyalty oath binding on 
state delegates as well as other 
party loyalty tests prepared by 
Creekmore Fath, secretary-treas- 
urer of the Democrats of Texas 
Clubs. 

“When we got to the conven- 
tion, however,” Holleman said, “it 





appeared that we meant one thing 
and everybody else had some 
other motive, either a pep rally 
for Johnson or to cut his throat. 
Neither was our purpose. No mat- 
ter what kind of decisions, rec- 
ommendations, or suggestions we 
made, they were judged by 
whether they were pro-Johnson 
or anti-Johnson. 

“There was little we could gain 
as far as our purpose was con- 
cerned,” he said. 

At the first caucus, he said, re- 
ports from various counties rep- 
resented indicated - various local 
situations — some coalitions, “all 
sorts of different variations of 
arrangements,” different prob- 
lems. 

Tuesday morning, “this being 
the case,” Holleman and Schmidt 
proposed, Holleman said, that “we 
have no fixed and firm overall la- 
bor policy regarding the issues 
except that we all ought to strive 
for a party loyalty resolution.” 

Failing to get from the state 
convention a pledge from the 
state delegates to support the 
nominees, Holleman told the dele- 
gates, he and Schmidt would 
“leave and join any other con- 
vention that would.” 

However, to put to rest any 
doubts about “what Fred and I 
might be getting out of this thing, 
we would not be delegates on 
either delegation to Los Angeles.” 

They also advocated that the 
state labor convention next Au- 
gust take a careful look at “Dem- 
ocratic Party participation.” The 
loyalty oath controversy, Holle- 
man said, was “a tempest in a tea- 
pot,” as the oath is not binding on 
persons, and, just as communists 
take a non-communist oath will- 
ingly, is willingly taken by per- 
sons who do not intend to keep it. 

“It’s going to haunt us—it, al- 
ready is,” Holleman told the Ob- 
server. 

Reports from inside the caucus 
indicated that the debate was bit- 
ter, with some women weeping, 
and a storm of criticism and de- 
fense of Holleman and Schmidt. 
Asked about these reports, Holle- 
man said, “It was quite spirited.” 

In summary, the Observer 
asked Holleman why he and 





Schmidt had reversed their posi- 
tion in favor of a bolt under the 
specific circumstances. 

The error was made, he said, in 
that labor advocated a principle, 
but then found others assuming 
labor was committed to the spe- 
cific language of Fath’s resolu- 
tion. 

“What we were urging was the 
principle. If it was watered down 
to only bind delegates to the na- 
tional convention, we felt we 
should not remain. 

“We found that they, by some 
mental method, presumed we 
were committed to the specific 
language of Creekmore’s drafting 
—this or nothing at all—hell’'s 
bells! I can't go that. 

“Our negotiation was an at- 
tempt to get a commitment from 
the delegates and others to sup- 
port the nominees. We didn’t get 
it.” But after the Monday night 
caucus in which Fath’s wording 
was endorsed, “there was no point 
even trying to negotiate further.” 


As for DOTC, Holleman said, 
“As far as we're concerned this 
doesn’t lessen the DOT at all. We 
disagreed with some people and 
would disagree a lot in the fu- 
ture. There are some weaknesses 
that have to be corrected. We 
can’t permit ourselves to be com- 
mitted with no opportunity to be 
consulted.” 


Holleman said that what Fath 
was trying to do was to get a 
resolution the convention “would 
not pass. He wanted a reason to 
bolt and sat in our office and 
said so.” 

Holleman said, however, of the 
party loyalty fight: “I think we 
pretty well won. We got the sec- 
ond strongest loyalty oath a Tex- 
as Democratic convention ever 
adopted.” (The strongest was the 
1948 oath, the substance of which 
Mrs. R. D. Randolph and Fath fa- 
vored at the state convention.) 

The resolution passed, Holle- 
man said, “doesn’t do a whole lot 
of anything except morally com- 
mit them to it. and if they don’t 
stay with it, condemn them as 
men who don’t stand by their 
word, which is all any of it comes 
to anyway.” 





Texas GOP for Nixon 


SAN ANTONIO 

Sentiment for Nelson Rocke- 
feller too weak to justify a test 
vote, the Rockefeller supporters 
threw in the towel and Texas Re- 
publicans in convention § here 
pledged 54 votes to Richard Nix- 
on for president and Barry Gold- 
water, Arizona senator, for vice 
president. 


An episode involving Mrs. John 
R. Black, Dallas, the state’s Re- 
publican national committeewom- 
an, and evidently also Thad 
Hutcheson, the state GOP chair- 
man, resulted in the convention's 
recommendation she be replaced 
by Mrs. Ike Kampmann, wife of 
the San Antonio candidate against 
Sen. Henry Gonzalez in Novem- 
ber. Albert Fay, Houston, was re- 
nominated national committee- 
man. 

Mrs. Nan Reeves of Kilgore 
said in a telephone conversation 
with Mrs. Black she learned she 
had resigned under “duress” (a 
word she later changed to “pres- 
sure,”) and when Hutcheson asked 
her to explain further, asked him 
if he really wanted her to. The 
matter became diffused in clamor. 
Afterwards Hutcheson said the 
charge was baseless, Mrs. Black 
and he were friends, and the Re- 
publicans had “a number of ca- 
pable women in the party.” 

A five-minute demonstration 
for Nixon followed his endorse- 
ment. There was some inconsider- 
able sentiment for Goldwater for 
president. The San Antonio dele- 





gation had favored an uninstruct- 
ed delegation as to the vice presi- 
dency but lost out. 


I. Lee Potter, GOP national 
chairman's assistant, said John 
Kennedy “will buy the 102 and a 
half votes he needs,” reported a 
“strong, sensible rumor” that 
Kennedy will appoint Mennen 
Williams Secretary of Labor in 
return for his endorsement, and 
wondered why any Texan would 
vote for “these radical liberals” 
running on the Democratic ticket 
for state office. 


Kampmann, the keynoter, said 
the national Democrats are indif- 
ferent to Texas, and the state 
Democrats are irresponsible in 
government. He cited a statement 
by Nixon, “We believe that free- 
dom for the individual is the dy- 
namic of real progress in every 
area of real action.” 


The convention passed a resolu- 
tion condemning Lyndon Johnson 
as an ultra-liberal who has sup- 
ported packing the Supreme 
Court, welfare state and massive 
spending measures in line with 
wishes of big labor bosses, and 
socialistic public power projects. 
No Texan who respects honor and 
justice can be proud of Johnson's 
nomination in the 1948 election 
with votes from Precinct 13, Du- 
val County, they said. Johnson has 
never initiated a major piece of 
legislation; his main claim to fame 
has been gained through compro- 
mise, they said. 
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h i ill be corporate officers, trustees. re- this AR: y A within 90 days after ¢ to plaintiff, or in the alternative, 
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the above named persons, and the| Texas, known and described as|rimony heretofore and now exist-| Cause Number 117,200, Travis County, Texas 











State of Texas and the County of! follows: Lot Six (6), in Block! ing betwen said parties; plaintiff Elfretter Mackey is Plaintiff and By: A. E. JONES, Deputy. 








THE DELEGATION 


(Continued from Page 1) 
table for three men, Dr. Everett 
Givens, G. J. Sutton, and Albert 
Pena. 

Daniel said, “Now I want to tell 
you how good I feel about this. 
I stood good for thirty thousand 
bucks on this, and I sure am re- 
lieved.” There was applause. 

Johnson rose to say, “I have 
never before in my life been as 
proud of my state, our Governor, 
and our congressmen as I am to- 
night, and I thank all of you for 
working with us.” 

The caucus was over. Johnson 
sped out of the room for a plane 
to Washington. 

The national delegation: 

Delegates - at - large: Senator 
Johnson, chairman of the delega- 
tion; Governor Price Daniel, vice- 
chairman; Speaker Sam Rayburn, 
honorary chairman; Hon. John 
Nance Garner, honorary chair- 
man; J. Ed Connally, Mrs R. Max 
Brooks, Larry Blackmon, John B. 
Connally, Jake Jacobsen, Mrs. W. 
A. Griffis Jr., Attorney General 
Will Wilson, John C. White, W. 
W. Heath, E. B. Germany, Lloyd 
Croslin, Vann Kennedy, O. J. Mc- 
Cullough, W. N. (Pete) Rodes, 
Jack Kultgen, Edward Clark, H. 
A. Moon, R. E. Chambers, Elmer 
Parish, S. B. Whittenburg, Adrian 
Spears, Albert Pena, Wesley West, 
Raymond Dwigans, Johnny Bean, 





John MéKee, Sam Lowe, John 
— John Peace; 

ternates-at-large: Julius Gor- 
don, — es Paul, John Ben 
Shepperd, J. E. Lyles, R. E. Bibb, 
Sen. Culp Kreuger, Sen. Jep Ful- 
ler, Walter Hall, Mrs. Travis Cot- 
ton, Mrs. Ernest Griffith, Sen. 
Abraham Kazen 6Jr., Eugene 
Locke, Jake Pickle, Mrs. Morris 
Unsell, Dr. Everett Givens, Jim 
Lindsey, Cliff Carter, Robert J. 
Clark, Dee J. Kelley, Howard Mc- 
Mahon. 

District 1: Wright Patman, Tex- 
arkana; Grover Sellers, Sulphur 
Springs; Willard B. Simmons, 
Texarkana; W. Marvin Watson, 
Daingerfield. Alternates: Waylon 
Nelson, Atlanta, Sam Rayburn 
Bell, Paris. 

District 2: Gilbert Adams, Beau- 
mont; “Manuel Dibble, Port Ar- 
thur; L. L. (Nick) Morrison, Ham- 
shire; Homer Stephenson, Orange. 
Alternates: Jack Brookshire, 


Beaumont; Mrs. Ferris Bean, Kir- | roe 


byville. 

District 3: A. M. Willis Jr., Long- 
view; Glen H. Flinn, Tyler; Aub- 
rey ‘Pilgrim, Pittsburg; Lindley 
Beckworth, Gladewater. Allter- 
nates: Tulley Reynolds, Gilmer; 
Mrg, Ed Lockey, Troup. 

istrict 4: R. C. Slagle Jr., Sher- 
man; Ronald Boyd, McKinney; 
William C. Parker, Greenville; 
Ray Peeler, Bonham. Alternates: 
Clarence Jensen, Terrell; Henry 
Burton, Rockwall. 

District 5: Mrs. Cullen Thomas, 
Dallas; Robert A. Hall, Dallas; 
Bert Fields, Dallas; Ed Drake, 
Dallas. Alternates: Lee Smith, 
Dallas; Manuel Debusk, Dallas. 





Legalized Murder 

Sir: I apologize for having said 
that Doug Crouch has changed 
since becoming District Attorney 
of Tarrant County. Had I realized 
that his bill abolishing capital 
punishment in Texas carried an 
amendment providing for “either 
death, or life—no parole,” I would 
not have been disillusioned in his 
conduct of his office; on the con- 
trary, I should have been without 
illusions in the beginning, as was 
one cynical Fort Worth business- 
man who said, in effect, one eve- 
ning, when several other ideal- 
ists and I were holding forth as 
to the desirability of electing 
Doug Crouch District Attorney, 
that he doubted we'd see any dif- 
ference in the way the office was 
operated no matter who was 
elected, it being the position it is. 


Mr. Crouch’s answer to my crit- 
icism begs the question, which is 
one of ethics and humanity, not 
of technicalities. His statement 
that it is as wrong to kill an un- 
derworld character as it is to kill 
the finest citizen in town is in 
itself an indictment of capital 
punishment. which is nothing ex- 
cept legalized murder. In my ig- 
norance, I had suppased that the 
law punishes a man for a specific 
crime which he has committed, 
rather than for future crimes 
which he might commit. The 
statement that a death sentence 
means that a person will never 
commit another crime cannot be 
refuted, but I am left with the 
uneasy feeling that it is not jus- 
tice. To sentence a man to death 
as a warning to would-be mur- 
derers also strikes me as cruel 
and unusual punishment; it is an 
extreme example of slapping the 
boy in the seat next to Johnny 
to keep him in the straight and 
narrow; and just as futile. 

Prison authorities generally 
agree that the object of imprison- 
ment is reformation of the crim- 
inal. A life sentence with no pa- 
role denies the possibility of re- 
form, and so is barbarous; the 
death penalty forever eliminates 
the possibility of redemption, 
hence is abominable; and who 
among us can say that any man is 
incorrigible? In saying that our 
present law system makes capi- 
tal punishment necessary, D. A. 
Crouch admits that the fault is 
that of society. We find it easier 
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to eliminate our “public ene- 
mies” than to reform the condi- 
tions which produce them. We 
are equally guilty, but I believe 
that Doug Crouch could better 
serve justice by attempting to 
lead public opinion toward refor- 
mation of our present law sys- 
tem and of the criminal environ- 
ment than by adhering to present 
injustice. 

Allene McWhirter, Route 3, Box 
104, Alvarado, Tex. 


Ode 

Sir: 

ODE 

On reading fifteen stories about 
Lyndon in one issue. 
Until I read your paper, sir, 
I little understood— 
At least, notin such full detail— 
That Lyndon is no good. 


But now that I have read it, 
At last I realize 

How much he will discredit 
Our State in Yankee eyes. 


Oh, Bluebeard was a naughty 
man, 

And Billy the Kid was tough 

And Attila and Jenghiz Khan 


Unsociable and rough. 


But not like Lyndon Johnson! 

That two-bit Lyndon Johnson! 

The cheapest bum, till Kingdom 
come, 

From Georgia to Wisconsin! 


I used to think that Brown & 
Root 

Were a pretty good bunch of boys; 

I've drunk their whiskey once or 
twice 

And shared their simple joys. 


But if they are for Johnson, 
They've torn their pants with me! 
I'll put my hat at once on 

And let their whiskey be! 


One prophecy we may fulfill. 

One thing we may depend on: 

That Lyndon still, through good 
or ill, 

Will take good care of Lyndon! 


This is his first endeavor, 

This is his constant thought. 
And never yet—in dry or wet— 
Has this, Our Boy, been caught! 


Breathes there a man with soul 
so dead 

Whose heart remains unstirred 

By thoughts of Lyndon Johnson 

And Mrs. Lady Bird? 


If such there breathes, go tell him, 
Despite all shoulds or woulds, 
That Lyndon still will sell him 
An ample bill of goods. 

H. MEWHINNEY, Houston 


Baird. 





All Rumpers Were Barred 


AUSTIN 
It is easier to bargain with 
conservatives than take a 
chance on seating liberal-loy- 
al Democrats, the credentials 
sub-committee of the state 
Democratic executive com- 


mittee decided. 
The committee, headed by Dean 


Turner of Henderson, calmly 





District 6: Olin E. Teague, Bry- 
an; Glyndon Hague, Cleburne; 
Roland Dansby, Bryan; C. C. Ran- 
dle, Waxahachie. Alternates: W. S. 
Ingram, Buffalo; Charles Blake, 
Hearne. 

District 7: J. T. Maroney Jr., 
Lufkin; Leo Tosh, Rusk; Mi Iton 
Potts, Livingston: R. H. Shelton, 
Nacogdoches. Alternates: Latane 
Temple, Lufkin; Roy J. Cole, Con- 


District 8: Fred Hartman, Bay- 
town; James G. Donovan, Hous- 
ton; H. T. Hulme, Baytown; Leon 
Johnson, Jacinto City. Alternates: 
H. F. Jenkins, Houston; J. D. 
Sartwelle, Houston. 

District 9: Clark W. Thompson, 
Galveston; Sam K. Seymour Jr., 
Columbus; Zac Lentz, Freeport. 
Alternates: J. C. Lewis, Bay City; 
L. J. Sulak, La Grange. 

District 10: Tom Miller, Austin; 
Homer Thornberry, Austin; A. W. 
Moursund, Johnson City; Charles 
Herring, Austin. Alternates: H. H. 
(Hub) Baker, Somerville; Mrs. 
Charles Bailey, Austin. 

District 11: W. R. Poage, Waco; 
Chariton Smith, Waco; George 
Nokes, Waco; Jarrard Secrest, 
Temple. Alternates: Jim Ervin, 
Gatesville; Dr. Howard Smith, 
Marlin. 

District 12: E. C. Pannell, Fort 
Worth; Don Woodard, Fort Worth; 
Jim Wright, Fort Worth; E. L. 
McCommas Jr., Hurst. Alternates: 
Timothy Pausel, Fort Worth; Ray- 
mond E. Buck Sr., Fort Worth. 

District 13: Frank Ikard, Wich- 
ita Falls; Rhea Howard, Wichita 
Falls; Tom Craddock, Seymore; 
Mrs. Macon Boddy, Henrietta. Al- 
ternates: .O. D. Garland, Jacks- 
boro; Clyde Williams, Knox City. 

District 14: John Young, Corpus 
Christi; Mrs. Hilda Weinert, Se- 
guin; Merrill Connally, Flores- 
ville; Cecil Burney, Corpus Chris- 
ti. Alternates: Guy I. Warren, 
Corpus Christi; C. W. Laughlin, 
Alice. 

District 15: Joe M. Kilgore, Mc- 
Allen; J. C. Martin Jr., Laredo; 
Miss Margaret Anne Kimbéil, Co- 
tulla; J. C. Looney, Edinburg. Al- 
ternates: Vernon Walsh, Browns- 
ville; Mrs. Anna Mae Kelley, 
Pharr. 

District 15: J. T. Rutherford, 
Odessa; C. W. Brown, McCamey; 
W. A. Yeager, Midland; R. F. 
Haynesworth, El Paso. Alternates: 
George W. Finger, El Paso; J. 
Conrad Dunagan, Monahans. 

District 17: Brad ‘Thompson, 
Stephenville; Mark McLaughlin, 
Snyder; French Robertson, Abi- 
lene; Omar Burleson, Anson. Al- 
ternates: Mrs. J. Herbert Smith, 
Weatherford; Randall Jackson, 


District 18: Walter Rogers, 
Washington, D.C.; Jay Taylor, 
Amarillo; Carl] Hill Jr., Amarillo; 
Mrs. A. C. Wilkinson, Pampa. Al- 
ternates: Luther Gribble, Welling- 
ton; Mrs. Jack Allen, Perryton. 

District 19: ‘ ynum, 
Brownfield; Howard C. Davison, 
Lubbock; Mrs. W. Walker, 
Plainview; George Mahon, Wash- 
ington, D.C. Alternates: Frank 
Hardesty, Big Spring; Billy Clay- 
ton, Springlake. 

District 20: Paul Kilday, San 
Antonio; E. J. Burke Jr., San An- 
tonio; Jack Martin, San Antonio; 
G J. Sutton, San Antonio. Alter- 
nates: James W. Knight, San An- 
tonio; Mrs. Janice Sherrod, San 
Antonio. 

District 21: O. C. Fisher, San 
Angelo; C. C. Woodson, Brown- 
wood; Mrs. Josepha Moss, Fred- 
ricksburg; Dolph Briscoe, Uvalde, 
—— M. D. Bryant, San An- 
gelo; W. G. Garrett Jr.. Kerrville. 

District 22: Ralph H. McCul- 
lough, Houston; John H. Crooker 
Jr., Houston; Lloyd M. Bentsen 
Jr., Houston; F. T. Baldwin, Hous- 
ton. Alternates: Raybourne 
Thompson, Houston; W. N. Blan- 
ton Jr., Houston. 

The presidential electors, 
congressional districts: 


District 1, A. N. Quarles. Clarks- 
ville; 2, David Read, Silsbee; 3, 
L. F. Sanders, Canton; 4, G. C. 
Harris, Greenville; 5, Charles 
Simons, Dallas; 6. Glynn A. (Bud- 
dy) Williams, Bryan; 7, Wayne 
Justice, Athens; 8, George Charl- 
ton, Tomball; 9, Wilson Ruther- 
ford, El] Campo; 10, Fred Blundell, 
Lockhart; 11, Emory B. Camp, 
Cameron; 138, Fred Korth, Fort 
Worth; 13, Jimmy Horany, Archer 
City; 14, Sam Fore Jr., Floresville; 
15, Jack Weich, Brownsville; 16, 
(Ray) R. A. Lynch, Midland; 17, 
T. D. Craddock, Hamilton; 18, 
John Douglas Pittman, Hereford: 
19, C. C. Thompson, Colorado 
City; 20, James W. Knight, San 
Antonio; 21, E. E. (Pat) Murphy, 
San Angelo; 22, Hall E. Timanus, 
Houston. Electors-at-large, Wil- 
lard Deason, Austin, and Harry 
J. Schulz, Three Rivers. 


by 





munched sandwiches as they lis- 
tened to rump convention leaders 
from eight counties give their ac- 
counts of the control of county 
conventions by groups “who will 
not support the party nominees.” 
' The sub-committee then told the 
SDEC they believed all eight of 
the certified delegations should 
be seated at the state convention. 

At stake were 841 of the con- 
vention’s 2,315 votes. Rump dele- 
gations appeared from Cameron, 
Tarrant, Potter. Travis, Walker, 
Harris, El Paso, and Dallas coun- 
ties. 

The seated delegations stayed 
with Sen. Lyndon Johnson dur- 
ing the vote on the loyalty ques- 
tion. The Harris County conserv- 
atives voted with him on the loy- 
alty oath, then booed him loudly 
as a presidential candidate. 

Joe Bailey Humphreys, leader 
of the Dallas rumpers, told the 
sub-committee the Dallas delega- 
tion was “the worst offender in 
the entire state.” 

He said one of the Dallas dele- 
gates was touring Austin in a car 
plastered with Bruce Alger post- 
ers. The delegation is “honey- 
combed with delegates who will 
back Alger and Nixon,” he said. 

“We bring to. you a militant 
Democratic delegation,” Hum- 
phreys said. 

Lee Smith, head of the certi- 
fied delegation, called Hum- 
phreys’ presentation “perhaps one 
of the greatest table-pounding ex- 
hibitions in history. They indulge 
in dramatics to make up for a 
lack of supporters.” 

County Judge Woodrow Bean 
of El Paso charged his county’s 
convention was stolen by proxies 
and said that. Martin Wiggs, 
chairman of the certified delega- 
tion, wasn’t a certified delegate 
from his own precinct convention. 

“Is this Johnny-come-lately Re- 
publican group going to be seat- 
ed, or are the Democrats going to 
be seated?” Bean asked. 

Bean also objected to Wiggs’ 
serving as temporary chairman of 
the county convention during his 
election as permanent chairman. 

“It was obvious that all the 
rules by Mr. Wiggs were based on 
whether they were favorable to 


him,” Bean said. Bean said his| 





group for Johnson was the same | 


in 
the 


delegation that was certified 
1956 when challenged by 
group certified this year. 


| 
| 


Creekmore Fath outlined the 
alleged steal of the Travis County 
convention through manipulation 
of contested precinct votes. He 
also told the sub-committee the 
county convention was adjourned 
after nine minutes—without even 
a report from the credentials com- 
mittee on an approved list of del- 
egates. 

Fath said he was in a commit- 
tee conference working on a loy- 
alty resolution when Jake Jacob- 
sen came in and said the conven- 
tion had adjourned. Fath said he 
attempted to call loyalist forces 
together for a rump, but the mi- 
crophone. was dead and the lights 
went out when “someone cut the 
power.” 

Mrs. Margaret B. Carter of Fort 
Worth argued that Tarrant Coun- 
ty did not hold a convention. She 
said it would be better if the 
county’s 116 state convention 
votes be disregarded. Mrs. Carter 
claimed the certified delegates 
were only allowed to serve after 
they agreed to a provision that 
they could be stricken from the 
list at any time by chairman John 
B. Connally. 

Potter County’s F. G. Crandall 
complained their county conven- 
tion at Amarillo was a mixture 
of delegates and spectators and 
that his group couldn’t tell who 
actually voted on voice votes. 
Certified Chairman Jerry John- 
son claimed the convention was 
legal and that Crandall’s group 
bolted only after Crandall was 
declared out of order on a “near- 
ly incomprehensible motion.” 

Dr. Richard Bleier of Browns- 
ville led the protest from Cam- 
eron County, charging that certi- 
fied chairman W. Vernon Welch 
wasn’t a certified precinct dele- 
gate and would not support the 
nominees. There was no rebuttal 
to his protest. 

Arguments over 
County split were an issue “of 
principle,” according to rump 
chairman Woodrow Seals. Seals 
said, “I am not ashamed of the 
Democratic Party. I am going to 
support the nominees no matter 
who they are.” Seals said the ma- 
jority group at the Harris County 
convention are not loyal Demo- 
crats. 

W. M. Blanton, Jr., argued that 
the controlling group held their 
convention under the rules pre- 
scribed by the county executive 
committee headed by Seals. 


the Harris 





Ralph on Farmers 


SAN ANTONIO 

From the agrarian ideal of life 
on family-tilled farms came the 
national conceptions of liberty, 
equality, the pursuit of happiness 
—and the family farms should be 
preserved, Ralph Yarborough told 
the 14-state conference of South- 
ern agriculture commissioners 
here last Saturday. 

Last year another 100,000 farms 
went out of independent exist- 
ence; in Texas, 148 of 254 counties 
lost population the last decade. 
“Much of it,” Yarborough said, 
“can be honestly charged to a 
Republican agriculture program 
that reflects a characteristic love 
for big business and disdainful 
Gisregard for the dignity or sur- 
vival of the small farmer.” 

Citing a University of Wisconsin 
study, the junior senator said 
one-third of U.S. property is 
owned by one percent of the peo- 
ple, while one third of the people 
own only one percent of the prop- 
erty. 

“If we allow remaining farm 
families to be driven from the 
farms now, in just a few short 
years our population will be fed 
by a few corporation chain farms, 
and vast food imports, all at con- 
trolled prices. Then the public 
will really pay through the nose,” 





Yarborough said. He was specifi- 
cally concerned about 1,250,000 of 
the present 4,750,000 farm families 
in the U.S. he said Secretary of 
Agriculture Ezra Benson advo- 
cates be “eliminated” as sub-mar- 


ginal earners. 

Yarborough proposed to debunk 
the “myth” that the GOP’s 20 per- 
cent cut in price supports and 
“wrecking of production controls” 
have worked. He said the GOP 
has spent $37 billion in the name 
of agriculture since 1953 com- 
pared to $36 billion by the gov- 
ernment from 1862 to 1952. “Yet, 
since 1952, farmers’ income had 
dropped from $14.4 billion to $11 
billion last year, a reduction of 
24 percent . . . when income to 
industrial workers rose 35 percent 
and corporation dividend pay- 
ments were up 47 percent.” 

Farmers are to be commended, 
not condemned, for surpluses, 
which are assets with over one- 
third of the people of the world 
hungry, he said. 

“ . . each vanishing family 
farm marks the death of a small 
part of the American dream of 
every man his own master,” Yar- 
borough said. “ . if individual 
family farming dies, a part of 
American freedom and liberty 
dics.” 








